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MARXISM VERSUS SOCIALISM. IV 
VIII 

ALL the doctrines of Karl Marx, scattered as they are in 
various writings, support one another and thus form a 
single theoretical system. We find, accordingly, that all 
the theses of Marx which we have examined in the preceding 
parts of this study lead up to his class-struggle doctrine. It is 
on the basis of his economic interpretation of history that he 
constructs his theory of the development of social life. Divi- 
sion of labor produces a division of classes, with the lower class 
in constant struggle against the upper class. The concentration 
of industry leads to a concentration of capital, which, while 
gradually narrowing the capitalist class to a small circle of finan- 
cial and industrial magnates, pushes the middle class — artisans, 
shop-keepers and farmers — into the ranks of wage earners. 
The continuous development and frequent revolution of tech- 
nique make production more and more independent of the 
workingman's skill and physical strength. Improved machinery 
displaces labor and makes it possible to substitute unskilled for 
skilled labor, child labor for adult labor. These changes in- 
crease the reserve army of the unemployed and make the liv- 
ing conditions of the employed more and more precarious. 
The growing misery of the working class increasingly accen- 
tuates and embitters the raging class struggle. The proletar- 
ians " have nothing to lose but their chains. They have a 
world to win." 2 

Of all the doctrines of Marx no one perhaps grates so much 
upon American feeling as his doctrine of class struggle. All 
that is broadly American — the memory of the past, the theory 
of government, the democratic ideal and the energetic personal 
outlook — seems to rebel against such an interpretation of society. 

'For earlier parts of this study see Political Science Quarterly, vol. xxiii 
(1908), pp. 193-219, 652-689, and vol. xxiv (1909), pp. 236-268. 
2 The closing words of the Communist Manifesto. 
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Yet this is a conception which permeates the whole Marxian 
system. All the doctrines which we have thus far examined 
are from a certain viewpoint but scaffoldings for the class- 
struggle doctrine. We must therefore endeavor to understand 
and criticize this doctrine despite disinclination and apart from 
preconception. 

It will be well to begin our analysis of the class-struggle 
theory with an historical excursion, for this may prove helpful 
when we are called upon to determine what is true and what is 
erroneous in the Marxian doctrine. Some years ago a Russian 
anarchist, W. Tcherkesoff, ' attacked the Communist Manifesto 
of Marx and Engels as a plagiarism from a pamphlet of Con- 
siderant. 2 No attention was paid by the socialist writers to this 
pamphlet until the Italian scholar Labriola stated, in practical 
agreement with Tcherkesoff, that the main ideas of the Com- 
munist Manifesto, such as the concentration of industry and of 
capital and the increasing misery of the masses, are contained 
in the pamphlet of Considerant. It was no great discovery 
that Tcherkesoff and Labriola made. A more intimate acquaint- 
ance with French literature would have shown them that these 
were current conceptions, to be found in Vidal as in Pecqueur, 
in Considerant as in Louis Blanc — conceptions suggested by the 
hopeless economic conditions which followed in the wake of 
the industrial revolution and probably first formulated by the 
great French economic thinker, Simonde de Sismondi. 3 

'Pages of Socialist History (New York, C. B. Cooper, 114 Fourth Ave., 1902), 
pp. 55-66. 

2 Victor Considerant, Principes du socialisme : Manifeste de la democratic au dix- 
neuvieme siecle (1st ed., Paris, 1843; 2d ed., Paris, 1847). I have not yet succeeded 
in finding this pamphlet in any American library, and my acquaintance with it is un- 
fortunately limited to Tcherkesoff 's, Labriola's and Kautsky's citations. 

3 Nearly all the " new ideas " are to be found in Sismondi, not excluding the very 
latest attempt of Kaiitsky to save Marx's theory of increasing misery by reinterpreting 
it violently in the sense of an increasing relative disproportion in wealth: "Ainsi le 
progres de l'industrie, le progres de la production comparee avec la population tend 
a augmenter l'inegalite parmi les hommes. Plus une nation est avancee dans les arts 
et dans les manufactures, plus est grande la disproportion entre le sort de ceux qui 
travaillent et celui de ceux qui jouissent; plus les uns ont de peine, plus les autres 
etalent de luxe." De Sismondi, Nouveaux principes d'economie politique ou de la 
richesse dans ses rapports avec la population (2d ed. Paris, 1827), vol. i, p. 80. 
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To the accusation of plagiarism directed against Marx, 
Kautsky replied that, so far as the theories of concentration of 
wealth and of increasing misery are concerned, it is quite true 
that a number of socialistic writers of the forties held similar 
views, but what distinguishes Marx from all others is his in- 
sight into " the r61e of class struggle as the driving force in 
social development." While other socialists — in particular, the 
school of Fourier and Considerant — saw in increasing misery 
nothing but unmitigated misery, Marx saw in the same phe- 
nomenon the pledge of the inevitable struggle, the assurance of 
the coming victory. 1 

I cannot quite share Kautsky's viewpoint. What strikes me 
as new and characteristic in Marx is his effort to maintain a 
consistent historical realism and his systematic coordination of 
ideas which, regarded singly, were not original. Engels himself 
seemed to exaggerate the originality of the class-struggle con- 
ception in the Communist Manifesto.' 2 The antagonism between 

1 << Wenn Marx und Engels behauptet hatten, mit dem kommunistischen Manifest 
beginne der Sozialismus des neunzehnten Jahrhunderts, dann waren sie sicher Plagi- 
atoren. Aber nur jemand, der von den anderen Sozialisten jener Zeit bloss Consider- 
ant kennt, konnte dann behaupten, dass sie gerade diesen abgeschrieben hatten. 
Denn was das kommunistische Manifest mit Consid^rants Manifest gemein hat, teilt 
es mit alien andern zeitgenossischen Sozialisten. 

" Worin besteht aber die eigenartige Leistung des kommunistischen Manifestes, 
wenn die sogenannte ' Verelendungs-' und ' Konzentrations-theorie ' von den anderen 
Sozialisten seiner Zeit anerkannt wird, wenn sie alle ihren Sozialismus auf die okono- 
mischen Tendenzen der kapitalistischen Produktionsweise basieren ? 

' ' Diese Leistung besteht einmal darin dass jene Theorien im Manifest vertiefter 
erscheinen als bei einem anderen Sozialisten jener Zeit; dann aber, und vor alien), in 
der Erkenntnis der Rolle des Klassenkampfes als Triebkraft der gesellschaftlichen 
Entwickelung und der Anwendung dieser Erkenntnis auf den Klassenkampf des Pro- 
letariats. Davon hatten die meisten anderen Sozialisten gar keine Ahnung, und 
gerade jener Richtung, der Considerant angeharte, gielt der Klassenkampf als hochst 
unsympathische Verirrung. Wohl war auch Considerant und seinen Genossen die 
Thatsache des Klassenkampfes selbst bekannt, aber sie sahen nicht, wie er notwendig 
aus der okonomischen Entwickelung hervorwuchs und die neue Gesellschaft vorbe- 
reitete." K. Kautsky, "Das Kommunistiche Manifest ein Plagiat," Neue Zeit 
(Jahrg. xxiv, 1906), vol. xi, p. 698. 

2 " If Herr Duehring means . . . that our present economic condition, the stage 
attained to-day in agriculture and industry, is the result of a society which has de- 
veloped itself in class antagonisms, in mastership on the one hand and in slavery on 
the other hand, he says something which is a mere commonplace since the publica- 
tion of the Communist Manifesto." Frederick Engels, Landmarks of Scientific 
Socialism (Anti-Duehring), translated by Austin Lewis (Chicago, T907), p. 206. 
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poor and rich was a commonplace observation, even in the days 
of classical antiquity ; and the earliest socialist writers did not 
fail to take notice of this antagonism. Saint-Simon plainly 
speaks of the " proletarian class," describes existing law, par- 
ticularly the law of inheritance, as" the daughter of the right 
of conquest " and shows how the many are exploited by the 
few, the latter enjoying a legal " monopoly of all riches." ' 
Saint-Simon, indeed, lays chief stress on class exploitation; but 
to him, apparently, class antagonism and class exploitation are 
identical conceptions. Moreover he points out that the degree 
of exploitation of one class by another has in the course of 
centuries greatly diminished. 2 

But Marx was not lacking in predecessors whose class- 
struggle conception was sharply defined. French nineteenth- 
century historians needed no enlightenment on this point in 
dealing with the events which led up to and followed the French 
revolution. 3 By far the most interesting of these writers was 
Guizot, who was not only a great historian but a great states- 
man, and who, curiously enough, was responsible for exiling 

1 " Les avantages et les d&avantages propre a chaque position sociale se transmit - 
tent hiriditairemcnt; les economistes ont pris soin de constater un des aspects de ce 
fait, l'h6r£dite de la misere, lorsqu'ils ont reconnu dans la societe l'existence d'une 
classe de protitaires. Aujourd'hui la masse entiere des travailleurs est exploited par 
les hommes dont elle utilise la propriete; les chefs de l'industrie subissent eux-memes 
cette exploitation dans leur rapports avec les propriStaires, mais a un degre incompar- 
ablement plus f aible ; et a leur tour ils participent aux privileges de l'exploitation qui 
retombe de tout son poids sur la classe ouvridre, c'est-a-dire sur l'immense majority 
des travailleurs. Dans un tel 6tat de choses, l'ouvrier se pr£sente done comme le 
descendant direct de l'esclave et du serf; sa personne est libre, il n'est plus attache a 
la glebe, mais e'est la tout ce qu'il a conquis, et, dans cet 6tat d'affranchissement 
legal, il ne peut subsister qu'aux conditions qui lui sont imposees par une class peu 
nombreuse, celle des hommes qu'une legislation, fille du droit de la conquSte, investit 
du monopole des richesses, c'est-a-dire de la faculty de disposer a son gre, et mgme 
dans Poisivete, des instruments de travail." Saint-Simon et Enfentin, Oeuvres, vol. 
xli, pp. 225, 226. 

2 " L'antagonisme, l'empire de la force physique, l'exploitation de l'homme par 
l'homme, sont sans doute aujourd'hui conside'rablement affaiblis; ils ne se manifest- 
ent plus mSme que dans des formes tellement adoucies et dSfournees, qu'il parait 
difficile d'abord de les apprecier; n£anmoins ils subsistent dans ces formes et leur in- 
tensity est encore fort grande." Saint-Simon, he. cit., p. 222. 

3 This subject is adequately dealt with by Plekhanoff in his preface to the Russian 
edition of the Communist Manifesto (Geneva, 1900), pp. 14 et seq. 
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Marx from Paris for views which he himself, even if indirectly, 
helped to formulate. Guizot was a thinker and writer of un- 
flinching courage, confessedly the spokesman of the bourgeoisie 
and proud of this rSle. To the defence of the new order of 
things, as constituted after the Revolution, he devoted his life. 
As a statesman, he regarded the middle class as the foundation 
of the societe nouvelle, and, as an historian, he glorified its deeds 
and struggles in past centuries. 1 During his prime there was 
not a shred of sentimentality about him ; he used his own clear 
head and nobody's obscure philosophy ; and the only advance 
in Marx's class-struggle conception over Guizot's was that 
Marx interpreted economically the formation, division, antag- 
onism and struggle of classes — an explanation which is lacking 
in Guizot. On the other hand Guizot makes, as early as T 8i6, 
some truly amazing statements. The theorists of the Revolu- 
tion, according to him, either deceived themselves or were 
lying when they talked about the sovereignty of the people. 
It was not a question of sovereignty but of the conquest of one 
portion of the people by another. 2 The victorious portion com- 
prised an immense majority, and the doctrine of the sovereignty 
of the people added to their force. We seem always to need a 
doctrine, even if we have superior force on our side, simply 
because we love to believe and make believe that we are also 
right. 3 That is an interpretation of the origin and value of 
political doctrines sufficiently pragmatic even for our day ! 

1 " Je soutiens avec ardeur la cause de la societe nouvelle telle que la revolution 
l'a faite, ayant 1'egalitS devant la loi pour premier principe et les classes moyennes 
pour element fondamental. J'agrandis encore cette cause deja si grande en la report- 
ant dans le passe et en retrouvant ses interSts et ses vicissitudes dans tout le cours de 
notre histoire." Guizot, Memoires pour servir a l'histoire de mon temps (Paris, 1858), 
vol. i, p. 296. 

2 This was to such an extent a matter of fact that the theorists of the Revolution 
became unconscious of it when they were talking theory; but their language was quite 
different when they were making practical propositions. So St. Just suggests: "Le 
moyen d'affermir la revolution est de la faire tourner au profit de cenx qui la soutien- 
nent et a la ruine de ceux qui la combattent." Suite de la copie de pieces saisies 
dans le local que Babeuf occupait lors de son arrestation (Paris, Nivfise, An V), vol. 
ii, p. 72. 

3 " Car il faut toujours une doctrine a la force, m§me superieure, tant les hommes 
ont besoin de croire et de faire croire qu'ils ont raison." Guizot, Du gouvernment de 
la France depuis la restauration et du ministere actuel (3d ed. , Paris, 1820), p. 138. 
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To Guizot, French history is a record of a struggle between 
two classes which lasted for thirteen centuries, and of which the 
final act was the Revolution. 1 The Revolution itself was the 
hour of triumph and of vengeance of the oppressed class ; and 
whoever fails to view it in this aspect, as a class struggle, will 
never comprehend it, will never understand its successes and 
reverses, its virtues and its crimes. 2 When attacked on account 
of his class-struggle conception by the press of his time, Guizot 
replied that it never occurred to him that he had the honor of 
making a discovery or even of finding a fresh phrase. People 
were saying the same thing hundreds of years before the Revo- 
ution and three months before he published his book. 3 What 
he was stating, Guizot claimed, was neither a theory nor an 
hypothesis, but a fact in all its simplicity ; a fact which it was 
ridiculous to question ; a fact witnessed by the past as well as 
the present, by the conduct of the kings and the texts of their 
ordinances as well as by the proceedings of the States-General, 
the speeches in the Assembly, the civil code and the latest 
French constitution. 4 

1 " La revolution a ete line guerre, la vraie guerre, telle que le monde la connait 
entre peuples etrangers. Depuis plus de treize siecles la France en contenait deux, 
un peuple vainqueur et un peuple vaincu. Depuis plus de treize siecles le peuple 
vaincu luttait pour secouer le joug du peuple vainqueur. Notre histoire est l'histoire 
de cette lutte. De nos jours une bataille decisive a ete livree. Elle s'appelle la rev- 
olution." Du Gouvernement de la France, pp. 1, 2. 

2 " La revolution a ete une revanche, le triomphe et la vengeance d'une majority 
longtemps opprimee sur une minorite longtemps maitresse. Quiconque ne voit pas la 
revolution sous ces deux aspects ne la connait point. Par-la seulement s'expliquent 
ses esperances et ses mecomptes, ses vertus et ses crimes, ses succes et ses revers, 
l'enthousiasme et l'effroi qu'elle a inspires, ce qu'elle a eu de sublime, ce qu'elle a 
offert de hideux." Ibid., p. 139. 

3 " En exprimant ce (ait, j'etais fort loin de pr&endre a l'honneur d'une decouverte 
ou seulement d'une nouveaute. Je ne voulais que resumer l'histoire politique de la 
France. La lutte des ordres remplit ou plutSt fait toute cette histoire. On savait et 
on disait cela bien de siecles avant la revolution. On le savait et on le disait il y a 
trois mois. Ibid., avant-propos de la troisieme edition, p. vi. 

4 " Ce n'est point la une theorie ni une hypotbese; e'est le fait lui-mfime dans toute 
sa simplicite. Et ce fait, je le repete, loin qu'il y a quelque merite a le voir, il est 
presque ridicule de le contester. Le passe, le present, la conduite de nos rois, les 
recueils de leur ordonnances, les proces-verbaux des etats-generaux, les discours pro- 
noncfe a la tribune de nos assemblies, le langage et les passions des partis, l'emigra- 
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What is characteristic of all the earlier writings of Guizot is 
his joy in life and in conflict, his tone of challenge, his contempt 
for all who hesitated to admit the class struggle. Class struggle, 
however, meant to him solely the struggle of the bourgeoisie 
against the feudal aristocracy; the working class was left out of 
consideration. Later, as the proletariat of Paris made itself felt 
more and more as a political force, and in proportion to the 
degree in which it made itself felt, his tone became more sub- 
dued, more cautious. In his brilliant essay on " Democracy in 
Modern Communities," published in 1838, he described democ- 
racy as a war-cry, as the banner raised by the many of lower 
rank against the few placed above them r ; the consequences of 
this war in behalf of democracy were many and they were 
fruitful : shattered and destroyed were the feudal system, the 
caste system, the perpetual concentration of social privileges in 
the hands of the few, the right divine, lay or ecclesiastical 2 ; 
but the further and continued attack in the name of democracy 
he already regarded as mischievous and capable of destruction 
only. Here is his picture of the struggle for democracy: 

Political rights and privileges have been exclusively concentrated in the 
hands of a small number. This concentration no longer appears justi- 
fiable, upon the plea of superiority either in riches, influence, intelli- 
gence or moral and social strength. The multitude rises and exclaims : 
Let us count our numbers ; we are all equal ; let the power belong to 
the many. 

It is thus that the new maxims oppose the old ; they are true when 
received in their negative sense and are powerful engines of destruc- 
tion. The ancient edifice yields to the vigor of their attacks and falls 
to the ground. This is a fearful but, under the decrees of Providence, 
a predestined work. When the ancient edifice becomes contracted, 
inconvenient, uninhabitable, ruinous and defended only by a corps of 

tion, les proscriptions, nos erreurs, nos crimes, le code civil, la charte, tout le revele, 
tout le proclame avec une telle evidence, qu'il y a vraiment une puerilite peu com- 
mune dans la tactique des hommes qui essaient maintenant de le nier." Ibid., 
pp. xv, xvi. 

1 Guizot, Democracy in Modern Communities, translated from his essay in the 
Revue Francaise (London, 1838), p. 7. 

1 Ibid., p. 16. 
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invalids, its fall is inevitable; and the battering ram, the sap and the 
mine detach it from the soil with a force that threatens even the soil 
itself. But when the work of destruction is consummated and the 
hour of reconstruction arrives, when the necessity of it is universally 
admitted, when it is commenced spontaneously in all directions, what 
can be more absurd, what more mischievous, than to continue still 
sounding the attack and directing against the rising edifice, to the peril 
of its artificers, the very engines which subverted the old one.' 

His experience as a prime-minister during the revolution of 
1 848 made him cry out for social peace and denounce the new 
class struggle as the greatest shame of the century. 2 But he 
himself realized that his was but a pious wish and his voice 
that of one crying in the wilderness. He saw that the new com- 
batant class that had entered the arena was young and strong 
and as arrogant as nobility or bourgeoisie had ever dared to be, 
and that the outlook for social peace was dark indeed.' He 
realized also that the very meaning of the word democracy had 
changed, shifted, where he could not follow it : it had begun to 
mean real democracy or, as he called it, pure and absolute 
democracy, and this new watchword foreboded new and inces- 
sant struggles. 4 

1 Guizot, Democracy in Modern Communities, p. 45. 

2 " La lutte de diverses classes de notre societe a rempli notre histoire. La revo- 
lution de 1789 en a ete la plus generate et la plus puissante explosion. Noblesse et 
tiers etat, aristocratic et democratic, bourgeois et ouvriers, proprietaires et proletaires, 
autant de formes autant de phases diverses de la lutte sociale qui nous travaille depuis 
si longtemps. Et c'est au moment ou nous nous vantons de toucher a l'apogee de la 
civilisation, c'est au bruit de plus humaines paroles qui puisscnt sortir de la bouche 
des hommes, que cette lutte renait plus violente, plus farouche que jamais ! C'est un 
fleau, c'est une honte que notre temps ne peut accepter. La paix interieure, la paix 
entre toutes les classes de citoyens, la paix sociale ! c'est le besom supreme de la 
France, c'est le cri de salut." Guizot, De la Democratic en France (Paris, 1849), 
P- 35- 

3 " Et maintenant un troisieme combattant est entre dans l'arene. L'element 
democratique s'est divise. Contre les classes moyennes on dresse les classes ouvrieres, 
contre la bourgeoisie le peuple. Et cette nouvelle guerre est aussi une guerre a mort, 
car le nouveau pretendant est aussi arrogant, aussi exclusif que les autres ont jamais 
pu l'gtre. Le peuple, dit-on, a seul droit a l'empire; et nul rival, ancien ou recent, 
noble ou bourgeois, ne peut £tre admis a le partager avec lui." Ibid., p. 107. 

4 " Les socialistes, les communistes, les montagnards veulent, que la Republique 
soit une democratic pure, absolue. C'est pour eux la condition de sa legitimite. Tel 
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It could hardly be denied that Guizot had a clear-cut con- 
ception of class struggle, not only as an empirical fact but as an 
historical force, indeed as the social force which is ultimately 
responsible for the great changes and readjustments that have 
taken place in the course of centuries. The actual existing 
interests accept or reject, discard or change, not only ideas and 
doctrines but even constitutions ' ; all these either serve the 
interests of the ruling class or express a compromise between 
the interests of the contending classes, perhaps in accordance 
with the time-honored recipe : unusquisque tantum iuris habet, 
quantum potentia valet. And yet Guizot was as right as he 
was modest when he said that he had made no new discoveries 
and no new statements. One hundred years earlier very much 
the same conception of politics had been held by Abbe 
Baudeau : " Connaitre ses interits et y pourvoir c'est ce qu'on 
appelle politique" \ and many of Guizot's predecessors were 
much keener in distinguishing the interests of the working class 
from that of the tiers etat — a distinction which Guizot was very 
unwillingly compelled to make, and only by the events of the 
forties. No revolutionary socialist of our day, no agitator of 
the Marxian era, has ever surpassed Linguet in branding the 
class character of all existing legislation. According to Linguet 
the very essence of all law is to safeguard property and pre- 
serve inequality, to protect the rich from the poor; to him it 
is a demonstrated fact that all existing law is but a formal con- 
spiracy against the vast majority of mankind. Dictated by 
wealth, the law primarily serves wealth ; law is wealth's fortress 
in the enemy's country. 2 There is an abyss between those that 

est l'empire du mot democratic que nul gouvernement, nul parti n'ose vivre, et ne 
croit le pouvoir, sans inscrire ce mot sur son drapeau, et que ceux-la se croient les 
plus forts qui portent ce drapeau plus haut et plus loin. Idee fatale, qui souleve ou 
fomente incessament la guerre au milieu de nous, la guerre sociale ! C'est cette id6e 
quil faut exiirper. La paix sociale est a ce prix, et avec la paix sociale, la liberty, 
la securite, la prosperity, la dignite, tous les biens moraux et matSriels, qu'elle peut 
seule garantir." Ibid., pp. 10, n. 

1 " Tant il est vrai que les id£es, les doctrines, les constitutions elles-mSmes subis- 
sent le joug des circonstances, et ne sont accueillis par les peuples que lorsqu'elles 
servent d'instrument ou de garantie a des interits pressants et generalemem sentis. " 
Guizot, Du Gouvernment de la France, p. 91. 

2 " C'est surtout cette in egalite dont les lois cherchent & balancer les effets, a adoucir 
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have and those that have not property. The necessity of liv- 
ing compels the latter to slave for the former ; to work on the 
fields, the fruits of which they will not gather; to erect build- 
ings, in which they will not dwell ; and to beg on their knees 
for permission to enrich the rich. 1 And that was written in 
1767! 

During the French revolution the socialistic group compre- 
hended without explanation that society as constituted was 
divided into two classes. If they did not dwell much on the 
subject, it is because they took it for granted : class rule was 
the main objective of their attack. Their struggle, of course, 
was all for equality and " nature " against class rule. The open- 
ing and very naive passages of Buonaroti's History of Babeuf's 
Conspiracy are convincing on this point. 

Whilst ambition, jealousy, cupidity and the blind love of innovation 
kept up a deplorable struggle among a people, of whom some combated 
to reestablish the ancient monarchy, others to place upon the French 
throne a new dynasty, others again to transfer power from one caste of 
society to another, but all for the purpose of appropriating exclusively 
to themselves the national authority and thereby those enjoyments of 
which authority is the source ; amid all these parties there was slowly 
formed a certain class of citizens, who, actuated by very different prin- 
ciples [etc. , etc.~\ . . . Our divisions during the revolution were the 
results of opposing interests and principles. While one set of persons 

les dangers. Elles ne peuvent la faire disparaitre. Au contraire m6me il est de leur 
essence de l'affermir. Elles sont destinies surtout a assurer les proprietes. Or 
commeon peut enlever beaucoup plusacelui qui a, qu'a celuiquin'a pas, elles sont ivi- 
demment une sauvegarde accordee au riche contre le pauvre. C'est une chose dure a 
penser, et pourtant bien demontree, qu'elles sont, en quelque sorte, une conspiration 
contre la plus nombreuse partie du genre humain. C'est contre ceux qui ont le plus 
grand besoin de leur appui, que sont diriges leurs plus grands efforts. C'est l'opu- 
lence qui les dicte, et c'est elle aussi qui en retire les principaux avantages. Ce sont 
des forteresses etablies en sa faveur au milieu d'un pays ennemi, ou il n'y a qu'elle 
qui ait des dangers a craindre." [Linguet], Theorie des lois civiles, ou principes 
fundamentaux de la societe (Londres [Paris], 1767), vol. i, pp. 195, 196. 

1 " C'est l'impossibilite de vivre autrement, qui force nos journaliers a remuer la 
terre dont ils ne mangeront pas les fruits, et nos macons a elever des edifices oil lis 
ne logeront pas. C'est la misere qui les traine sur ces marches, ou ils attendent des 
maitres qui veuillent bien leur faire la grace de les acheter. C'est elle qui les reduit 
a se mettre aux genoux du riche, pour obtenir de lui la permission de I'enrichir." 
Ibid. , vol. i, p. 274. 
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(the honest) supported a system because they believed it to be good, 
another set, far more numerous, united themselves to the party that 
appeared most favorable to their personal views of fortune and ambition. 1 

Of course Babeuf and his followers regarded their own con- 
spiracy not as in the interest of a class but as inspired by 
eternal justice and "nature"; yet when we read their propa- 
ganda songs they seem to address their appeal to a very distinct 
class. Here is the beginning of one of these songs : 

Mourant de faim, mourant de froid, 
Peuple d6pouill£ de tout droit , 

Tout bas tu te desole : 
Cependant le riche effronte, 
Qu'epargna jadis ta bonte, 

Tout haut il se console. 

Gorges d'or, des hommes nouveaux, 
Sans peines, ni soins, ni travaux, 

S'emparent de la ruche ; 
Et toi, peuple laborieux, 
Mange et digere, si tu peux, 

Du fer, comme l'autruche.'' 

The poetical value of the concluding simile may be questioned, 
but the sentiment and purpose of the song are clear. The com- 
plaint of another song is that " on vit des princes, des sujets, des 
opulents, des miserables ; on vit des mattres, des valets " etc? 
Babeuf asserted on one occasion that the French revolution was 
a war between the patricians and plebeians, between the rich 
and the poor. And he prophesied that the revolution could 
not end so long as the rich had all the privileges and governed 
the state, while the poor worked like slaves without playing any 
role in the commonwealth. 4 

1 Buonarroti's History of Babeuf's Conspiracy for Equality, translated by Bronterre 
(London, 1836), pp. 5, 6. 

2 Suite de la copie de pieces saisis dans le local que Babeuf occupait lors de son 
arrestation (Paris, An V), vol. ii, pp. 78, 79. 

3 Espinas, La philosophic sociale du XVIIIeme siecle et la Revolution (Paris, 
1898), p. 248. 

* Fourniere, Les theories socialistes au XlXeme siecle, p. 355. 
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Thus we see that Marx was not obliged to invent either class 
hatred or class struggle. Europe had always had plenty of it, 
and at the beginning of the nineteenth century the outlook for 
peace was unpromising. The two great poets of Marx's own 
fatherland expected little from the nineteenth century in the way 
of peace. Schiller greeted none too optimistically the advent 
of the new century: 

Das Jahrhundert ist in Sturm geschieden 
And das neue off net sich mit Mord. 

And it is interesting to note that Goethe looked across the sea 
for social peace, to the new world, which had not inherited 
feudal castles and traditions of class hatred : 

Amerika , du hast es besser ; 

Du hast im Magen keine Schlosser ; 

Dich stort nicht im Innern 

Zu lebendiger Zeit 

Unniitzes Erinnern 

Und vergeblicher Streit. 

But at the very same time there lived in America a statesman 
who did not seem to have any such poetical illusions about his 
own country. Madison seemed to think that, with or without 
castles, different economic interests were sure to produce con- 
tending classes; and how to check future class struggles and 
minimize their effects was the problem which he was endeavor- 
ing to solve. In the tenth number of the Federalist we can 
find the better part of the Marxian doctrine which we are now 
considering. Madison reasons : 

From the protection of different and unequal faculties of acquiring 
property, the possession of different degrees and kinds of property 
immediately results ; and from the influence of these on the sentiments 
and views of the respective proprietors, ensues a division of the 
society into different interests and parties. . . . Those who hold 
and those who are without property have ever formed distinct inter- 
ests in society. Those who are creditors and those who are debtors 
fall under a like discrimination. A landed interest, a manufacturing 
interest, a mercantile interest, a moneyed interest, with many lesser 
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interests, grow up of necessity in civilized nations, and divide them 
into different classes actuated by different sentiments and views. . . . 
Either the existence of the same passion or interest in a majority at the 
same time must be prevented, or the majority, having such coexistent 
passion or interest, must be rendered, by their number and local situa- 
tion, unable to concert and carry into effect schemes of oppression. 
If the impulse and the opportunity be suffered to coincide, we well 
know that neither moral nor religious motives can be relied on as 
an adequate control. ' 

In investigating the extent to which class antagonism was 
recognized before Marx, it is indifferent whether a particular 
writer advocated class struggle or discouraged it. The im- 
portant thing is the consciousness of the existence of classes 
with antagonistic interests. Even the preaching of class 
struggle is not necessarily associated with revolutionary ten- 

1 Speaking of class struggle and its recognition in America, it is worth while to 
point out that Mr. A. M. Simons, in his work entitled Class Struggles in America 
(Chicago, 1907), misrepresents John Adams by quoting certain sentences which, 
separated from the context, suggest ideas quite different from those which Adams 
was endeavoring to express. On page 14 Mr. Simons cites: 

" It is of no consequence by what name you call your people, whether by that of 
freeman or of slave. In some countries the laboring men are called freemen, in 
others they are called slaves, but the difference is imaginary only. What matters it 
whether a landlord employing ten laborers on his farm gives them annually as much 
as will buy the necessaries of life or gives them those necessaries at short hand." 

What Adams actually did say Mr. Simons could hardly use in his propaganda pam- 
phlet. The record of Adams's speech is taken from Jefferson's notes, which read as 
follows: "Mr. John Adams observed, that the numbers of people were taken by 
this article as an index of the wealth of the state, and not as subjects of taxation; 
that as to this matter, it was of no consequence by what name you call your people, 
whether by that of freeman or of slave. In some countries the laboring men are 
called freemen, in others they are called slaves, but the difference is imaginary only. 
What matters it whether a landlord employing ten laborers on his farm gives them 
annually as much as will buy the necessaries of life or gives them those necessaries at 
short hand? The ten laborers add as much wealth to the state, increase its exports 
as much, in the one case as in the other. Certainly five hundred freemen produce 
no more profit, no greater surplus for the payment of taxes, than five hundred slaves. 
Therefore the state in which the laborers are called freemen should be taxed no more 
than that in which are those called slaves. ... A slave may indeed, from custom of 
speech, be more properly called the wealth of his master, than the free laborer might 
be called the wealth of his employer; but as to the state, both were equally its wealth 
and should therefore equally add to the quota of its tax." John Adams, Works, 
edited by Chas. F. Adams (Boston, 1850), vol. ii, p. 497. 
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dencies. It has been so, as a rule, when sounded from below; 
but class struggle has been emphasized from above as an ap- 
peal for class rule and class subordination. Ludwig von Haller 
gives a fair illustration of the latter tendency. His work ap- 
peared in 1816, the year in which Guizot published his Repre- 
sentative Government. The very title is suggestive : Restora- 
tion of Political Science ( Rcstauration der Staatswissenschaft) . 
The restoration of the legitimate thrones is to be followed by 
the reenthronement of legitimate science; the annihilation of 
the hydra of the Revolution calls for the uprooting of that false 
political science which is based upon the idea of a social com- 
pact. 1 The substance of this " restored " political science is the 
right of strength — not physical strength, of course, but the 
strength of position and of wealth. Instead of the sovereignty 
of the people, the sovereignty of the one who has the power 
and the wealth to be independent; instead of authority de- 
rived or delegated, one's own might, one's own right — that is 
the doctrine. 2 Von Haller saw a miniature prince in every 
landlord, merchant and manufacturer, because these had sub- 
ordinates. 3 Such persons fell short of being real princes only in 
that they were without complete personal independence. 4 All 
inequality, all superiority of power or wealth is a blessing from 
heaven. 5 And whosoever is really against revolution, must not 

1 " Die Hyder der Revolution ist in ihren Werkzeugen und grossentheils in ihren 
Resultaten vernichtet : lasst uns auch ihre Wurzel vernichten, auf dass sie nicht neue 
Blatter hervortreibe. Die rechtmassigen Throne sind hergestellt ; wir wollen auch die 
rechtm&ssige Wissenschaft wieder auf den Thron heben, diejenige die im Dienst des 
obersten Herren steht, von deren die ganze Schopfung zeugt dass sie die wahre sei. " 
Karl Ludwig von Haller, Restauration der Staatswissenschaft oder Theorie des natur- 
lich-geselligen Zustandes (2d ed., 1820), vol. i, p. 1. 

2 " Statt der Souverainitat oder Unabhangigkeit des Volks, die Souverainitat des- 
jenigen der unabhangig ist, der Macht und Vermogen hat es zu seyn ; statt anver- 
trauter Macht, eigene Macht und eigenes Recht." Ibid., vol. i, p. xlix. 

5 " In jedem Gutsherrn, sogar in jedem Handelsmann oder Fabrikanten sah ich auf 
das deutlichste das Bild ernes Fursten, in der freyen Aggregation der Untergebenen 
den Anfang, den rechtlichen Grand und die Schranken der Abhangigkeit und Dienst- 
barkeit." Ibid., vol. i, p. xvi. 

4 " Was fehlt jenen gewohnlichen Herren zum vollkommenen Fursten, als die eigene 
personliche Unabhangigkeit? " Ibid., vol. i, p. xvii. 

5 Ibid., p. Ixxix. 
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only talk against it (even a Jacobin could by mere talk pretend 
to be against revolution) but in all his acts he must do the exact 
opposite of what the Furies of Revolution command ; he must 
recognize that all authority is from God, and that God has 
established inequality in personal fortune to the end that there 
may be great and small, high and low, etc. ' 

To an American reader the theory of von Haller may seem 
to be simply a curiosity. In certain purely philosophical 
aspects this may be true, but Haller's religious argument for 
class rule was the argument most generally approved and em- 
ployed throughout the continent of Europe. That is the reason 
why a strong anti-religious movement, in fact a militant atheism 
of one kind or another, was the inevitable precursor of the 
revolutionary movements in France, Germany and Russia. To 
meet the mediaeval attitude of the established church, whether 
Catholic, Lutheran or Greek, incipient revolution invariably 
started with a general attack upon religion as such, an attack 
which seemingly obscured all political issues. To Americans, 
whose churches, fortunately, have developed under democratic 
auspices, the psychology of such movements must appear 
strange and almost incomprehensible. And yet without a clear 
understanding of this revolutionary psychology the sweeping 
conquest which Marx's class-struggle doctrine has achieved will 
remain equally obscure. 

To get the full flavor of the religious class-rule doctrine in 
our own days one has to go to Russia. There a distinguished 
philosopher and defender of Russian autocracy, Leontyeff, will 
inform us that the basis of the Russian state and society is Greek 

1 " Darum so schaffet Gehulfen hinzu, bittet den Herrn dass Er Arbeiter in seinen 
Weinberg sende. Erkennet sie und ihre Tauglichkeit nicbt daran, dass sie gegen 
Revolution und Jakobinismus schreyen (denn das k6nnen und pflegen jetzt auch seine 
Anhanger mit schlecht versteckter Heucheley) sondern daran, wenn sie das Gegen- 
theil von allem thun und begunstigen, was jene Furien gebieten; wenn sie glauben 
und bekennen, dass alle Macht und alle Regel der Macht von Gott allein sey; dass 
Er durch Verschiedenheit der Glucksguter grosse und kleine Herren, Hohe und 
Niedrige geschaffen . . . wenn sie jedem das seinige lassen, und die Vertrage, Ver- 
haltnisse und Besitzungen der Menschen nicht nach ihrer Willkur schaften wollen. 
Wer aber die Macht der Starken von den Schwachen herkommen lasst, wer herrliche 
Naturanstalten tadelt [eic] . . . von dem weichet." Ibid., p. lxxxi. 
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orthodoxy, Byzantinism. He will tell us that the Byzantine 
ideal is discouragement in regard to everything earthly, includ- 
ing personal happiness and personal purity. Leontyeff will 
further tell us that Byzantine Christianity teaches strict subor- 
dination. It teaches that the worldly, the political hierarchy is 
but the reflection of the heavenly hierarchy ; that there is no 
equality, because the church teaches that even angels are not 
equal among themselves. 1 Christianity accordingly offers the 
surest and most practical means of ruling the masses of the 
people with an iron hand. But this power only true Chris- 
tianity has, not Christianity d I'eau de rose, with its talk about 
love without fear, the dignity of human nature and the good of 
mankind. 2 Love of mankind is anthropolatry and is un-Chris- 
tian. Fear is the basis of faith. Everybody can comprehend 
fear, fear of punishment here and hereafter; and who fears is 
humble, who is humble seeks authority and learns to love the 
authority above him. 3 Authority is constructive, is organizing. 
Organization, social organization, is by nature nothing else than 
chronic despotism, which is accepted by some out of love or for 
the benefit they derive from this despotism, by others out of 
fear. Progress therefore lies in limiting freedom, not authority. 4 
Leontyeff, however, did a grave injustice to Luther and his 
church when he claimed for Greek orthodoxy the monopoly of 
this theory. With the social problems of their days Luther and 
Melanchthon dealt in very much the same spirit. A prince, 
Luther preached, remains a prince no matter how tyran- 
nical he may be. Those that he beheads are necessarily few, 
since he must have subjects in order to be a ruler. A Chris- 
tian must remember that Christ said : " Resist not evil." The 
demand for freedom on the part of the peasants outraged 
Luther's sensitive soul. He found it to be in direct contradic- 
tion to the Gospel ; for did not Abraham and other prophets 
have serfs? Besides, it would rob the lords of their serfs, their 
property ! Such a demand, moreover, would make all men 

1 Leontyeff, Vostok, Rossia i Slovianstvo (Moscow, 1885), vol. i, p. 81; vol. u, p. 
41. See also Simkhovitch, "An Interpretation of Russian Autocracy, " The Inter- 
national Quarterly, October, 1904, pp. 2, 3. 

2 Ibid., vol. ii, p. 48. s Ibid., vol. ii, pp. 268, 269. * Ibia., vol. ii, p. 288. 
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equal. Impossible ! An earthly kingdom cannot exist without 
inequality of persons. Some must be free, others serfs ; some 
rulers, others subjects ; as St. Paul says : " Before Christ both 
master and slave are one." Melanchthon entirely shared Lu- 
ther's views. If serfdom exists, it should be left alone. The 
Gospel does not require a change in the serf's condition, but it 
does require obedience to the government. Concerning the 
treatment of peasants, Melanchthon thoughtfully observed " that 
the Germans are such a rough, obstinate, bloody-minded people 
that they should be treated even more harshly than they are " ; 
and a nobleman who sought Melanchthon's opinion about free- 
ing his peasants from certain burdens received the advice: 

Your lordship should not abolish the old services, and your conscience 
Deed not be troubled on this point. Discipline in bodily matters is 
well-pleasing to God ; and if the burdens fall unequally and are too 
hard, we must remember what St. Paul says : " The powers that be are 
ordained of God." 1 

It is in this attitude of all the churches that we find the ex- 
planation of the curious phenomenon already noted — that all 
political revolutions in continental Europe were preceded by a 
general and furious onslaught on church and religion. The 
church invariably used its authority to sanction and uphold the 
existing organization of society ; the revolution invariably be- 
gan by undermining the prestige of the church. So it was in 
France ; so it was in Germany ; so it was in Russia. 

We have seen that in France the existence of classes and 
class struggles was a commonplace conception ; but the French 
spokesmen of socialism never justified their theories on the 
basis of class struggle. Their pet theories were not to be for 
the benefit of a class but for humanity at large ; their appeal 
was addressed not to the laboring class but to the well-meaning 
and just of all classes. The fact that various classes of society 
acted politically in accordance with their respective economic 
interests led the socialists to inveigh against the selfishness of 
existing society ; but the socialist movement itself did not seem 

'Shapiro, Social Reform and Reformation (1909), pp. 78-83. 
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to them a movement actuated by class interest. Such was the 
situation in France. 

In Germany the political radicalism of the forties, for reasons 
indicated above, expressed itself theoretically in criticism of 
religion. Ludwig Feuerbach with his Wesen dcs Christcnthums 
swept radical Germany off its feet. His book appealed both to 
the radical democrats and to the socialists. Without a word 
about politics, it became in a sense a political platform. No 
modern reader of the book can see why it should have played 
such a rdle ; but the evidence of its effectiveness is conclusive. 
Engels tells us: "And then came Feuerbach's 'Wesen des 
Christenthums ' . . . one must have himself experienced the 
emancipating influence of this book to have a conception of it. 
The enthusiasm was universal, in a moment we all turned 
Feuerbachians." 1 Does this mean that they became merely 
atheists and materialists ? No ; it was Feuerbach's humanitarian 
idealism, his love of mankind instead of love of God, his 
"homo homini Deus" and his indirect attack upon state, church 
and society as constituted in feudal Germany that made con- 
verts. Feuerbach himself later acknowledged the oolitical 
meaning of his work. He wrote in 1846: 

Who has nothing more to say about me than that I am an atheist says 
and knows of me nothing. The question whether a God exists or does 
not exist, the opposition between theism and atheism belongs to the 
seventeenth and eighteenth centuries, but no longer to the nineteenth. 
If I am denying God , it means that I am opposing the denial of man- 
kind ; it means that instead of a situation full of illusions, instead of a 
fantastic, heavenly position, which in real life is necessarily accom- 
panied by an actual denial of mankind, I demand Man's sensuous real 
position, which also necessarily means his political and social position. 
The question of God's being or not being is with me a question of 
men's being or not being. 2 

The essence of Christianity has been interpreted as the 
essence of human nature, which is at present unrealized because 
of the misdirection of humanity's yearnings. This became the 

1 Engels, Ludwig Feuerbach, pp. 10, I J . 

* Ludwig Feuerbach, Werke (Leipzig, 1846), vol. i, pp. xiv, xv. 
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thesis of German socialism, of which Karl Griin and Moses 
Hess became the leading exponents. Ludwig Feuerbach's 
doctrine was to them the Alpha and Omega of all philosophy 
and of all political science. ' The problem of socialism was 
how to make the people conscious of their own instincts of love 
and righteousness. 2 It was out of the question to divide 
humanity into classes with different interests ; Christianity was 
the ideal of the people as a whole, an instinct of the human 
species. All that the German socialists had to do was to show 
to the humane German people, without distinction of classes 
and parties, that socialism was the only actual realization of 
their natural human instincts. The German moreover, was 
different from the Frenchman and Englishman ; he was no 
narrow-minded party man ; he had a soul receptive to theories. 
To make of the humane German a humanitarian, i. <?., a socialist- 
was only a matter of theoretical argumentation. 3 

While the German socialists were working out their philoso- 
phical arguments for a humanitarian socialism, they were rudely 
surprised by a book of the young German scholar, Lorenz von 
Stein, famous in later years as a teacher of political science. 
Stein was a gentleman of conservative leanings, a monarchist 
and a strict defender of private property, yet he came nearer 
than any other writer to being the actual forerunner of Karl 
Marx. 4 In the socialist movement he saw a proletarian class 

1 " Wenn man Feuerbach nennt, so hat man die ganze Arbeit der Philosophie 
genannt, von Baco von Verulam bis heute, so hat man zugleich gesagt, was die Philo- 
sophie in letzter Instanz will und bedeute, so hat man den Menschen als letzte In- 
stanz der Weltgeschichte. Dabei geht man sicherer, weil griindlicher, zu Werke, 
als wenn man den Arbeitslohn, die Concurrenz, die Mangelhaftigkeit der Constitu- 
tionen und Verfassungen aufs Tapet bringt." Karl Griin, " Feuerbach und die So- 
cialisten," Deutsches Biirgerbuch fiir 1845 (Darmstadt, H. Piittmann, 1844), p. 74. 

2 "Das Volk hat den Instinkt des Richtigen, wir wollen ihm seinen Instinkt zum 
Bewusstsein bringen." Karl Griin, " Politik und Sozialismus," in Rheinische Jahr- 
biicher zur gesellschaftlichen Reform (Darmstadt, 1845), vol. i, p. 98. 

3 ' ' Der Deutsche ist human von Hause aus, er kennt die engen und bornirten 
Parteiansichten Frankreichs und Englands nicht; er geht auf jede neue Ansicht 
bereitwillig ein, er ist ein theoretisches Gemiith. Es geht nur darum, dass der 
humane Deutsche ein Humanist werde." Ibid., p. 136. 

* To what extent Stein influenced Marx is an open question. Marx was thoroughly 
familiar with Stein's work ; his articles against Griin in Das WestphalUche Dampfboot 
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movement; in the socialist theory, an inevitable class theory. 
In spite of its Hegelian phraseology, Stein's work was a realistic 
interpretation of half a century of French history and political 
theory.' It was the first interpretation of this kind attempted 
by a German, and it displayed much deeper insight and a far 
keener analysis than is to be found in the interpretation placed 
upon the same movement by his brilliant French predecessors. 
So far as the knowledge of the present writer extends, Stein 
was the first historian of the fourth estate, the philosopher of 
its coming revolution, and the only one who dealt with this sub- 
ject without partiality or bias. Stein might have well said with 
Spinoza: " Curavi humanas actiones non rider e, non lugere, 
tuque detestari, sed intelligere" ; and in the effort to understand 
them Stein was successful. 

In the preface to his book, Stein declares that the period of 
political revolutions is over, but a revolution not less serious is 
impending. Just as, at the end of the eighteenth century, an 
estate of the people rebelled against the state, so now a class is 
working to overthrow society itself. The next revolution can 

prove it; but on the other hand Marx in 1844 became acquainted with the same 
sources, the same French history, the same social struggles, which inspired Stein. In 
fact Marx corrects Stein in many details, and does not seem conscious of being in - 
debted to Stein in any way. So, in speaking of Griin's history of the social move- 
ment in France and Belgium, he remarks: "Man sieht schon hieraus, dass das 
Griinsche Machwerk weit unter dem Buche von Stein steht, der wenigstens versuchte 
den Zusammenhang der sozialistischen Literatur mit der wirklichen Entwickelung der 
franzosischen Gesellschaft darzustellen." Das Westpkalische Dampfboot, redigiert 
von Dr. Otto Liming, Jahrg. iii (Padeborn, Januar, 1847), p. 446. In the same 
article, on pages 448, 449, 451, Marx criticizes and corrects various details in Stein's 
book; and on page 456 he makes the interesting remark : " Stein selbst ist im hochsten 
Grade konfus, wenn er von einem ' staatlichen Moment in der Wissenschaft der In- 
dustrie ' spricht. Er zeigt indess, dass er eine richtige Ahnung hatte, indem er 
zufiigt, dass die Geschichte des Staates auf's genaueste zusammenhangt mit der 
Geschichte der Volkswirtschaft. " Here is Marx's first definite suggestion of his eco- 
nomic interpretation of history, and he acknowledges that Stein was on the same 
track. This article was written in 1846. 

1 An unsigned article, " Der Socialismus in Deutschland," appeared in the Gegen- 
wart, Heft 81 (Leipzig, 1852), pp. 517-562. I am quite convinced that this lengthy 
article was written by Lorenz Stein himself; there is an overwhelming amount of in- 
ternal evidence for such an assumption. In this article Stein pays to himself very 
high tribute and greatly exaggerates the political importance of his book, but he does 
not praise himself sufficiently for his real achievement — his realistic method. 
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only be a social revolution. 1 Moreover, it is not France alone 
that is confronted by this peril. No deep and far-reaching 
movement belongs exclusively to one nation. Where the gen- 
eral conditions of existence are more or less the same, as they 
are among the West European nations, the same social move- 
ments are bound to manifest themselves with greater or less 
force. 

The first chapter of Stein's book is entitled Das Proletariat. 
The proletariat Stein defines as the class of those who have 
neither property nor education, but who feel that they should 
not be without these possessions, which alone lend value to 
personality. The fate and justification of this class is what 
socialism and communism have in mind. 2 The first appearance 
of the proletariat in French politics was as sudden as it was 
dramatic. Before the Revolution only three classes could be 
considered, the nobility, the clergy and the third estate, classes 
represented in the States General. The Revolution broke out; 
the king and his army surrounded with bayonets the Assembly 
of Versailles; Paris rose, and the people of Paris compelled the 
king to treat their representatives as a power. Another attempt 
was made by the king to regain his power ; the people of Paris 
stormed the palace and the king became their prisoner. Who 
were these people who defended the National Assembly, impris- 
oned the king, formed Henriot's guard ? Who were the " tri- 
coteuses" and the " aimables faubourgs" ? These were the 
proletariat of Paris, which thus made its entry upon the stage of 
French political life, never again to leave the scene.s During 
the eventful years of the Revolution and of the first Republic 
this proletariat learned two things : it became conscious very 
promptly of its own importance in everything pertaining to 
revolution ; it also learned gradually to regard itself as a sepa- 
rate class, distinct from all other classes. This twofold knowl- 
edge later generations of the Paris proletariat have not forgotten. 

1 Stein, Der Socialism™, unci Communismus des heutigen Frankreichs (Leipzig, 
1842), p. iii. As regards Stein's theory of society and of the state, see Munroe 
Smith, in Political Science Quarterly, vol. xvi (1901) pp. 649-656. 

2 Stein, Der Socialismus, p. 7. 
:i Ibid., p. 8. 
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Quite the opposite : realizing their power and their distinct 
interests, they have occupied themselves in working out aims of 
their own. Thus out of the propertyless, uneducated masses 
is rising one single-minded, unified social class. You may 
doubt its justification, you can not doubt its power. This is the 
new element in French society, which may very properly be 
called a dangerous element ; dangerous on account of its num- 
bers as well as its tested courage; dangerous because of its 
consciousness of unity and of its feeling that only through 
revolution can its aims be reached, its plans accomplished. 1 

Further on Stein explains that the "poor" and the "prole- 
tarian" are widely differing conceptions; that from time imme- 
morial society has been divided into rich and poor, but that the 
proletarian belongs to the history of our own times exclusively. 
In our own days therefore we shall see the development of the 
significance of this class. That is the point of view from which 
Stein looked upon France's social movement and its theories. 
He was not preaching any doctrine, he was calling attention to 
a fact ; but this fact was the opening of the proletarian class 
struggle. 2 

Stein's book was very annoying to the German socialists, with 
their Feuerbachian doctrines and their belief in the humani- 
tarian instincts of mankind. Thus Hess, without naming Stein, 
refers to him as a spiritual plebeian, who explains the origin of 
socialism by the needs of the stomach, because he himself 
probably never felt other and higher necessities. 3 In an earlier 
criticism Hess accuses Stein of being realistic. Of course such 
simple words as " realistic " were not used in those days by 

1 " Das ist jenes neue Element, das mitten in die Gesellschaft Frankreichs hinge- 
stellt, wohl ein gefahrliches genannt werden darf; gefahrlich durch seine Zahl und 
seinen oft bewiesenen Muth, gef&hrlich durch das Bewusstsein seiner Einheit, gefahr- 
lich endlich durch das Gefttbl, dass es nur durch Revolution zur Verwirklichung seiner 
Plane gelangen kann." Stein, Der Socialismus, p. 9. That was written six years 
before the Communist Manifesto ! 

2 The importance of Stein as forerunner of Marx was pointed out first by Peter von 
Struve in his article " Zur Entwickelungsgeschichte des wissenschaftlichen Sozial- 
ismus," Neue Zeit, Jahrg. xv (1897), vol. ii, pp. 228-235, 269-275. 

3 M. Hess, " Ueber die sozialistische Bewegung in Deutschland," in Neue Anek- 
dota, herausgegeben von Karl Griin (Darmstadt, 1845), p. 226. 
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German scholars. A tear on the cheek of his sweetheart would 
probably have been called, by a learned German of those days, 
not a tear but a manifestation of the substantialization of the 
Category of the Tragic. Stein, accordingly, is not described as 
a " realist " but is accused of being too feeble so to mould 
reality as to make it fit his own self-consciousness, for which 
reason he so moulds his consciousness as to fit the low and base 
realities of existence. 1 According to Hess, Stein did not under- 
stand the socialist movement at all 2 ; all he sees in socialism is 
its relation to the proletariat. 3 But after all, reasons Hess, 
Stein's limitations result from his being an Hegelian and not 
being an atheist. One so handicapped could not possibly grasp 
the positive meaning of socialism : he could see only its negative 
and destructive tendencies. 4 Equally harsh is Karl Griin. To 
him the idea that the proletariat is a separate class of society 
and that the economic conditions are responsible for socialism 
seems imbecile (schwachsinnig) . No! Socialism is religion, re- 
ligion that has become practical, etc. 5 

Stein's class-struggle theory obviously made an impression on 
Germany, because again and again Hess and Griin felt them- 
selves forced to defend the good character of humanity at large 
and of Germany in particular. In the preface to The Social 
Conditions of the Civilized World, Hess gives us in nuce his 
theory on the subject. He tells us that no single class of 
society nor this nor that form of government is responsible for 
the evils from which we are suffering. No class of society is so 
heartless as to leave its fellowmen in misery, were there means 
at its disposal to make all men happy. We see daily in the 
well-to-do class attempts to better the social conditions. The 
responsibility for all social evils is to be sought in lack of in- 
sight. The best proof against any class theory is the fact that, 
after two years of discussion, Germany's educated and well-to- 

1 (Hess) " Socialismus und Communismus," in Ein und zwanzig Bogen aus der 
Sohweiz, herausgegeben von Georg Herwegh (Ziirich und Winterthur, 1843), p. 75. 
2 Ibid., -p. 83. 3 Ibid., p.85. 

* Ibid., p. 91. 
5 Karl Griin, Neue Anekdota (Darmstadt, 1845), pp. 262, 263. 
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do people are in the main already in accord with the have-nots 
in France." 

The German philosophical socialists were without exception 
insignificant people, and their theories were of little consequence 
one way or another, but on the eve of the outbreak of 1 848 
they sounded a shrill note of discord. These quasi-radicals, 
peddling atheism and preaching a love-feast of mankind, de- 
clared themselves indifferent to political reform and to repre- 
sentative government. And it was this circumstance that 
brought down upon their heads Marx with all his fury and 
with his Communist Manifesto. 

Just as they copied Feuerbach (whose avowed aim, however, 
was a political one), so they proceeded to copy certain phrases 
of the French socialists. In France the people had a constitu 
tional form of government, and for that reason they could 
afford to sneer at constitutional government or make jokes 
about it. Nobody could take away from them their political 
liberties; they could therefore abuse these liberties in their 
socialist propagandist literature as much as they pleased. In 

1 " Indem wir hiermit eine getreue Schilderung der gesellschaftlichen Zustande aller 
civilisirter Lander eroffnen, gehen wir dabei von der festen Ueberzeugung aus, dass 
weder einzelne Klassen unserer Gesellschaft, z. B. die Klasse der Besitzer, noch auch 
diese oder jene Regierungsform, am allerwenigsten die menschliche Natur die Grun- 
dursache der vielfachen Uebelstande ist, unter deren Last wir seufzen. Denn keine 
Klasse der Gesellschaft wiirde so herzlos sein ihre Mitmenschen im Elende zu lassen, 
stande ihr ein Mittel zu Gebote, alle ihre Mitmenschen gliicklich zu machen. Erleben 
wir ja taglich, dass gerade unter der Klasse der Besilzenden, ohne Zweifel deshalb, 
weil sie zugleich die gebildete ist, die Versuche, unsere gesellschaftlichen Zustande 
grundlich zu verbessern, den tiefsten Anklang, die regste Teilnahme finden; und 
wenn sich bis jetzt in unserem Vaterlande die vom Gliicke minder begiinstigten 
armeren Volksklassen weniger um Verbesserung unserer Zustande kummern, so ist es 
von ihnen doch wahrlich kein boser Wille, sondern lediglich Mangel an Einsicht, was 
sie abhalt sich mit einer so wiirdigen Aufgabe zu befassen, welche vor alien Dingen 
ja gerade ihr eigenes Loos zu mildern strebt ... Ist aber nicht gerade dieser Um- 
stand, dass die besitzende Klasse in Deutschland, nachdem sie sich kaum zwei Jahre 
mit der gesellschaftlichen Frage beschaftigt hat, schon mit der besitzlosen in Frank - 
reich im ganzen und der Hauptsache nach ubereinstimmt, dass sie gleich lebhaft und 
gleich grundlich von der socialen Bewegung erfasst wird — ist das nicht Beweis genug 
dafiir, dass weder diese noch jene Klasse der Gesellschaft die Ursache des Bestandes 
und Fortbestandes unserer vielfachen socialen Uebelstande ist? " Die gesellschaft- 
lichen ZustSnde der civilisirten Welt, herausgegeben von M. Hess (Elberfeld und 
Iserlohn, Julius Badeker, 1846), vol. i, pp. 1, 2. 
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Germany the situation was different. In Germany those who 
talked and wrote about a constitutional form of government 
were engaged in a discussion de lege ferenda and not de lege 
lata ; and French socialistic phrases on the subject were, from 
a campaign point of view, very much out of place. In fact, 
those who repeated them were playing into the hands of the re- 
action. Yet we hear Griin asking : Who demands a constitu- 
tion in Prussia? and answering: The Liberals. But, he con- 
tinues, the Liberals are not the people. These are a few men 
of property and some writers. Under a constitution the will of 
a small minority only will rule — the minority which represents 
the vested interests. If the Silesian proletariat were self-con- 
scious it would have petitioned against a constitution. But since 
that proletariat is not self-conscious, we are acting in its name, 
we are protesting against a constitution. 1 Arnold Ruge, one of 
the leading democratic writers of the time, represents Hess as 
declaring that all the talk about a republic, a jury system and a 
free press is nonsense ; that it only leads to the tyranny of the 
property-holders over the majority of mankind. 3 Hess himself 
tells us that he is disgusted with the liberal political aspirations, 
and that he is disposed to trust the heart of a Prussian monarch 
rather than a French Chamber of Deputies. 3 Thus German 

1 Unter einer Konstitution herrscht das Gesetz, der Scharfrichter, der den Willen 
einer kleinen Minderzahl exekutirt, wahrend dieselbe Minderzahl sich den kiinstlichen 
Schein zu geben weiss, als sei sie die unendliche Majoritat, ja die Allheit des Landes. 
H&tte das schlesische Proletariat ein Bewusstsein, und entsprache diesem Bewusstsein 
ein bestehendes Recht, so miisste es gegen die Konstitution petitioniren. Das Pro- 
letariat hat dazu weder Bewusstsein noch Recht; wir handelr also in seinen Namen. 
Wir protestiren." K. Griin, " Politik und Sozialismus," in Rheinische Jahrbucher 
zur gesellschaftlichen Reform (Darmstadt, 1845), vol. i, p. 100. 

* " Das Gerede von Freiheit und politischen Reformen ist abgenutzt. Mit der Re- 
publik, den Geschworenen, der freien Presse kommt man immer nicht weiter, als zur 
Tyrannei der Besitzenden und zur Sklaverei der Mehrheit. Alle, auch de radicalsten 
politischen Reformen sind ohnmachtig gegen die Grundiibel der Gesellschaft und 
interessiren die Welt nicht mehi. Der Inhalt alles und jedes Interesses ist die Social- 
reform." Arnold Ruge, Werke (2d ed., Manheim, 1848), vol. v, p. 39. 

3 " Oder hat Preussens Monarch weniger Herz "fur das Elend der armeren Volks- 
klassen gezeigt als Frankreichs Deputirtenkammer und der Konig der Franzosen ? 
Wir sind durch Thatsachen so sehr vom Gegentheil iiberwiesen, durch Nachdenken 
iiber die wahren und letzten Ursachen unseres gesellschaftlichen Elends so sehr 
iiberzeugt, dass uns alle politisch-liberalen Bestrebungen mehr als gleichgiiltig, form- 
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philosophical socialism had ceased to be harmless nonsense, it 
had actually become politically reactionary — a circumstance 
which did not endear its advocates and their theories to Marx 
or to Engels. 

Marx started as a revolutionary democrat, and he remained 
first and last a philosopher of revolution. Not a phrasemonger 
but a profound dialectician, he was forced to abandon abstract 
Germany. In Paris, treading those hot pavements on which 
the revolution of 1848 was hatching, breathing a heavy storm- 
laden air, he studied the social movement. There he found 
what his soul was craving: not logical antitheses, but classes 
struggling, moving and making history. Was it a momentary 
blaze, a people in fever? But even so, when the people have 
such a fever it is the king who dies. But no, it was no casual 
outburst. Nothing is accidental in history. Inevitable is his- 
tory's majestic course ; it moves " nach ewigen, ehernen, grossen 
Gesetzen," the key to which Marx felt in his hand. The power, 
it seemed to him, was already in the hands of that class to which 
his heart was so strongly drawn. Then why not proclaim it, 
why not organize the millions of suffering humanity in the name 
of class struggle ? Why this talk about love and justice ? Why 
obscure the issue just at the moment when a clear insight was 
needed ? Why not tell the bourgeoisie that the proletariat will 
do to them just what they have done to feudalism, with the 
same right and the same necessity? Thus Marx entered the 
scene, carrying to their ultimate conclusion the class-struggle 
ideas of the French and trampling at the same time upon the 
various philosophical brands of home-made Ger an ocialism. 
( To be continued?) 

Vladimir G. Simkhovitch. 

lich zum Ekel geworden sind. Einen moralischen Ekel muss jener politische Liberal- 
ismus erregen, wenn man ihm angesichts des geistigen und leiblichen Elendes der 
arbeitenden Volksklassen . . . noch immer seine Illusionen verfolgen . . . sieht." 
Hess, Die gesellschaftlichen Zustande der civilisierten Welt, p. 2. 



